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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 2, 4-8, 12, 16 and 19-22 are pending in the 
instant application. Claims 1, 2, 4-8, 12, 16, 19-21 have 
been rejected. Claim 22 has been withdrawn by the Examiner 
as being drawn to a nonelected invention and subsequently 
canceled without prejudice by Applicants herein. Claims 1, 
2, 7, 19 and 20 have been amended. Claim 4 has been 
canceled. Support for these amendments is provided in the 
specification at page 7, lines 17-18 and page 26 and in 
claim 4, now canceled. No new matter is added by this 
amendment. Reconsideration is respectfully requested in 
light of these amendments and the following remarks. 

I . Election/Restriction 

The Examiner has made final the Restriction Requirement 
April 7, 2006. Accordingly, in an earnest effort to advance 
the prosecution of this case, Applicants have canceled 
without prejudice nonelected claim 22. Applicants reserve 
the right to file a divisional application to this subject 
matter. 

II . Priority 

Applicants will submit a certified copy of GB 9826378.3 
in accordance with 35 U.S.C. 119(b) prior to issuance of the 
instant application . 
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-to Claim 7 

7 has been objected to under 37 C.F.R. 1.75(c) as 
inproper dependent form for failing to further 
subject matter of a previous claim. The Examiner 
the recitation of "epitope or iramunore active 
is synthesized" fails to further limit the parent 
ase all proteins are "synthesized", whether it be 

means within a cell or by extracellular 
pns . 

in accordance with teachings in the specification 
lines 17-18, Applicants have amended claim 7 to 
ificially synthesized". 

of this objection is therefore respectfully 
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of Claims 1, 2, 4-8, 12, 16, and 19-21 under 
112, first paragraph 

1, 2, 4-8, 12, 16 and 19-21 have been rejected 
S.C. 112, first paragraph, for lack: of 

The Examiner has acknowledged the specification 
ing for the prevention, immunosuppression or 
on of alloimunization of a subject against a 

in selected from the group consisting of RhD, 
RhE or Rhe, however, the Examiner suggests that 
itication does not provide enablement for the 
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prevention, immunosuppression or tolerization of 



alloimmunization of a subject against other alloantigens . 

Thus, in an earnest effort to advance the prosecution 
of this case, Applicants have amended the claims to state a 
rhesus protein selected from the group consisting of RhD, 
RhC, Rhc, RhE,. Rhe and Rh50. 

The Examiner has acknowledged the specification to be 
enabling for rhesus proteins selected from the group 
consisting of RhD, RhC, Rhc, RhE, and Rhe. 

With respect to Rh50, Applicants respectfully direct 
.the Examiner to Table 4 .at page 26 of the instant 
application wherein enablement for this rhesus protein is 
also provided. 

Withdrawal of this rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, is respectfully requested. 

V . Conclus ion 

Applicants believe that the foregoing comprises a full 
and complete response to the Office Action of record. 
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Accordingly, favorable reconsideration and subsequent 
allowance of the pending claims is earnestly solicited. 



Date: March 5, 2007 

Licata & Tyrrell P.C. 
66 E. Main Street 
Marlton, New Jersey 08053 

(856) 810-1515 



Respectfully submitted, 
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